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Disposition of Claims 

4) 1^ Claim(s) 1-11 is/are pending in the application. 

4a) Of the above claim(s) is/are withdrawn from consideration. 
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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . This action is responsive to the amendment received on June 8, 2006. 

2. Claims 1-1 1 are pending in this application. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

3. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C, 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this OfTice action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b). by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

4. Claims 1-3 and 5-8 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by 
Lockeridge et al., hereinafter Lockeridge, US Patent 6727906. 

As in Claim 1 of the application, Lockeridge teaches a computer system and 
method comprising a computer provided with a video display tenninal (Figure 10, ref. 
1016), a printer coupled to the display terminal to print out on a sheet an image 
displayed on the terminal (Column 9, lines 11-12), means to feed into the computer a 
digital image of the picture or design to be converted (Column 2, lines 1-5), software 
associated with the computer to process the digital image to produce the line drawing 
which is displayed on the terminal and printed on the sheet (Column 9, lines 9-12) and 
further means for transferring the digital image to a substrate (printing includes 
transferring the digital image to a substrate) wherein after the line drawing is produced 
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on the printed sheet, either before or after transfer to the substrate, the user of the 
system can manually color in the zones on the substrate to re-create a colored picture 
or design (Column 9, lines 8-15). 

As in Claim 2 of the application, Lockeridge teaches a collection of colored and 
non-colored picture and designs are digitally stored in software, the user selecting, for 
conversion, one of the pictures for preparation of a line drawing for transfer to a 
substrate (Column 4, line 6 et seq.). 

As in Claim 3 of the application, Lockeridge teaches the line drawing is converted 
to a stencil whereby some of line drawing can be reproduced onto various substrate 
(Figure 9 and corresponding text). 

As in Claim 5 of the application, Lockeridge teaches means to identify each zone 
with a symbol that indicates the color to be applied thereto (Column 8, lines 64-67). 

As in Claim 6 of the application, Lockeridge teaches a color separator to 
separate the color regions of which the picture is composed into partial images having a 
Common color (Column 8, lines 35-37). 

As in Claim 7 of the application, Lockeridge teaches the common color is an 
elementary color in the color spectrum or a color similar thereto (Column 3, lines 30-38). 

As in Claim 8 of the application, Lockeridge teaches a line filter to delineate the 
separated color regions (Figures 8-9). 
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Claim Rejections * 35 USC § 103 

5. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

6. Claim 4 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as anticipated by or, in the alternative, 
under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as obvious over Lockeridge et al., US Patent 6727906, 
hereinafter Lockeridge. 

It appears that the substrate "paper*' is inherently included in Lockeridge et al. 
teaching of the "printer" (Colunnn 9, lines 8-14) because printers commonly output on a 
substrate of paper. Even if it is not, the limitation "paper" is well known. One of ordinary 
skill in the art would have been to motivated to make such a combination because a 
physical outputted product for user manipulation, ie. a user-designed coloring book, 
would have been obtained. 

7. Claims 9-10 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Lockeridge et al., US Patent 6727906, hereinafter Lockeridge, and in further view of 
Hare, US Patent 4980224. 

As in Claim 9 of the application, Lockeridge teaches a computer system and 
method comprising a computer provided with a video display temiinal (Figure 10, ref. 
1016), a printer coupled to the display terminal to print out on a sheet an image 
displayed on the terminal (Column 9, lines 11-12), means to feed into the computer a 
digital image of the picture or design to be converted (Column 2, lines 1-5), software 
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associated with thie computer to process the digital image to produce the line drawing 
which is displayed on the terminal and printed on the sheet (Column 9, lines 9-12) and 
further means for transferring the digital image to a substrate (printing includes 
transferring the digital image to a substrate) wherein after the line drawing is produced 
on the printed sheet, either before or after transfer to the substrate, the user of the 
system can manually color in the zones on the substrate to re-create a colored picture 
or design (Column 9, lines 8-15). While Lockeridge teaches producing a digital line 
drawing from a digital image fed into the system and printing the line drawing displayed 
on the terminal onto a substrate, they fail to show the transfer of an already printed line 
drawing to another substrate as recited in the claims. In the same field of the invention. 
Hare teaches a line drawing creation system similar to that of Lockeridge In addition. 
Hare further teaches printing the image displayed onscreen and transferring the printed 
image to a substrate (Col. 2, lines 27 et seq.). It would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art, having the teachings of Lockeridge and Hare before him at the 
time the invention was made, to modify the producing a digital line drawing from a digital 
image fed into the system and printing the line drawing displayed on the temiinal onto a 
substrate taught by Lockeridge to include the printing of the drawing and then further 
transfer to substrate of Hare, in order to obtain . One would have been motivated to 
make such a combination because a way for the user to customize their own 
personalized designs on fabrics would have been obtained, as taught by Hare (Col. 1 , 
lines 13-54 and Col. 2, lines 11-16). 
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As in Claim 10, Lockeridge teaches tlie converting of an inputted color image to 
line drawing fomri, altering the colors of the zones of the line drawing and printing it on a 
substrate. While Lockeridge teaches the image conversion, manipulation and 
reproduction, they fail to show the T-shirt as the substrate as recited in the claims. In 
the same field of the invention. Hare teaches a printer similar to that of Lockeridge In 
addition, Hare further teaches a printer capable of reproducing images on a T-shirt 
substrate (Col. 2, line 30 et seq.). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in 
the art, having the teachings of Lockeridge and Hare before him at the time the 
invention was made, to modify the producing a digital line drawing from a digital image 
fed into the system and printing the line drawing displayed on the terminal onto a 
substrate taught by Lockeridge to include the printing of the drawing and then further 
transfer to a tee shirt substrate of Hare, in order to obtain image converstion to line 
drawing and printing of the drawing for transfer to a tee shirt. One would have been 
motivated to make such a combination because a way for the user to customize their 
own personalized tee shirts would have been obtained, as taught by Hare (Col. 1 , lines 
13-54 and Col. 2, lines 11-16). 

8. Claim 1 1 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Lockeridge et al., US Patent 6727906, hereinafter Lockeridge, and Hare, US Patent 
4980224 and in further view of Parker US Patent 5756875. 

As in Claim 11, Lockeridge and Hare teach the converting of an inputted color 
image to line drawing form, altering the colors of the zones of the line drawing and 
printing it on a substrate (See Claim 9 rejection supra). While Lockeridge and Hare 
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teach the image conversion, manipulation and reproduction, they fail to show the 
transparency as the substrate as recited in the claims. In the same field of the 
invention, Parker teaches a printer similar to that of Lockeridge and Hare. In addition, 
Parker further teaches a printer capable of reproducing images, and transferring the 
printed to a transparency substrate (Col. 5, lines 38-40). It would have been obvious to 
one of ordinary skill in the art, having the teachings of Lockeridge, Hare and Parker 
before him at the time the invention was made, to modify the converting of an inputted 
color image to line drawing form, altering the colors of the zones of the line drawing and 
printing on a substrate taught by Lockeridge and Hare to include the transfer from the 
printed image to a transparency substrate of Parker, in order to obtain an altered 
reproduction of a digital image on a transparency. One would have been motivated to 
make such a combination because a transparency creation method would have been 
obtained, as taught by Parker. 



Response to Arguments 

Applicant's arguments filed 6/8/06 have been fully considered but they are not 
persuasive. 

In response to the applicant's arguments regarding Claims 1 and 4, the examiner 
disagrees. Lockeridge teaches a printer and means for transferring (ie. printer head, 
other printer components and/or printer control program) the digital image to a 
substrate, ie. paper as included as a possible substrate by the applicant's own 
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specification. The claims have not been written in a way to distinguish the limitations 
implied by the arguments, ie. transferring to a T-shirt. 

In response to the argument regarding Claims 9 and 10, the examiner disagrees. 
Lockeridge teaches printing the line drawing on paper and Hare teaches transferring a 
printed drawing to another substrate (see rejections supra). Furthermore, Applicant's 
arguments fail to comply with 37 CFR 1 .1 1 1 (b) because they amount to a general 
allegation that the claims define a patentable invention without specifically pointing out 
how the language of the claims patentably distinguishes them from the references. The 
applicant merely states "Hare also does not teach or suggest this step." but fails to 
elablorate. 
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Conclusion 

The prior art made of record on fomi PTO-892 and not relied upon is considered 
pertinent to applicant's disclosure. Applicant is required under 37 C.F.R. § 1.1 1 1(c) to 
consider these references fully when responding to this action. The documents cited 
therein teach similar picture reproduction and editing techniques using computers. 

THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth In 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Sara M. Hanne whose telephone number Is (571) 272- 
4135. The examiner can normally be reached on M-F 7:30am-4:00pm, off on 
alternating Fridays. 
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If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, WEILUN LO can be reached on (571) 272-4847. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status infomiation for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 



smh 
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